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REVISED CHECK-LIST OF 
THE VASCULAR PLANTS OF MAINE' 


This new up-to-date amplified and corrected check-list 
of the vascular flora of Maine is a welcome contribution. It 
is a pleasure to note that the volume is dedicated to Ralph 
C. Bean whose scholarly contributions to New England 
botany and particularly that of Maine are too numerous to 
summarize here. Indeed the prepai’ation of the revised 
check-list is primarily the result of Mr. Bean’s painstaking 
study of specimens and recording of records from Maine 
in the herbarium of the New England Botanical Club. 

Many of the obvious deficiencies of the earlier check-list-, 
which serves as an exact model for the present volume, have 
been corrected; the list is much more complete; introduced 


species appear now with an asterisk before the specific epi¬ 
thet and some of the arboreal species that were listed in the 
earlier volume such as Ginkgo biloba and Sciadopifys ver- 
ficillafa are thankfully omitted. In the years intervening 
since the first list, certainly most of the extant herbarium 
material must have been studied. We can happily be con¬ 
fident that this is not a rush job; it is a dependable list 
which will serve as a secure base for further collections. It 
is to be noted that the late Dr. Anne Perkins of South Ber¬ 
wick, Maine who was particularly dissatisfied with the 
earlier list because of the many omissions, sent to the pres- 
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ent reviewer about the yeai- 1949, a “partial list of York 
Co. plants omitted from check-list”. There were twenty-.six 
taxa excluding Carices so specified. Of these all except eight 
are reported from York Co. in the new li.st. It is quite pos¬ 
sible that specimens of those missing* from the present list 

may be found at Cornell University where Dr. Perkins de¬ 
posited her collections. 

In this reviewer’s opinion one aspect of the present vol¬ 
ume should provoke some discussion. Professor Fernald 
i*eviewed the earlier check-list at some lengrth\ Much of 
the burden of Fernald’s criticpie was directed to the prob¬ 
lem of properly indicating* for each species in a flora its 
correct native or introduced status. In fact he went so fai* 
(p. S) as to suggest some ci*iteria to indicate the degree of 
establishment of inti’oduced species and relative abundance 
of native species. Admittedly this would be difficult to do 
but some such distinctions, il not too finely drawn, would 
greatly enhance the value of any lloristic work. Most floras 
as well as Gray’s Manual itself too often are misleading or 
else lacking* in any soi*t of infoi*mation about known i*ela- 
tive abundance of the vai*ious taxa undei* consideration. 

check-list still hasn’t resolved this jn'oblem; 
in fact a cei’tain degree of inconsistency seems to pi'evail. 
Quoting from the Forewoi*d to the fii*st edition which is 
i*ej)i*inted in the i*evised edition, “Those plants gi*owing on 
wool-waste, ballast, abandoned-gardens and othei* habitat? 
where they may not yet be pai*t of our llora but show indi¬ 
cations of l)ecoming* so ai*e indicated by minus (- ) signs.” 
A lai*ge numbei* of both hei'baceous and woody taxa wei*e 
indicated as occurring in the appi*opriate counties by (-) 
signs in the ea)*lier list but all or nearly all of the hei’ba- 
ceous taxa in the more recent list have been changed to 
( ) signifying that they now are “considei*ed to be a pai’t 

of our lloi*a”, whereas the woody taxa have been left es¬ 
sentially as they were in the earlier treatment except foi* 
the few that have been excluded. Fei*nald (loc. cit.) cited 
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Deschampsia elongata, Chenopodhim graveolens and Collo- 


Maine 


flora might be questioned and therefore mei 


the (—) 


sign 


( + ) sign as they were earlier. Presumably it has not been 
possible to demonstrate that these no longer occur in the 

wild. 

It is hoped that a future edition would correct a few 
.. the woody plants and add some indications of 

relative abundance. The authors are to be commended for 
leaving out Ginkgo biloba and Sciadopifys verticUMa from 

the revised edition but what shall we say of Abifs concoloi, 
/„i—,4- Jo nn mpnfion in Orav’s Manual 8th edi- 


errors in 


tion) of Jugldns nignci-. Magnolia acuminata, Livwdcndtou 
fulipifcra and Gymnocladun dioica 


M 


stated to spread from cultivation in New England beyond 
their natural ranges) or of Cladtusins lufca (“spreads from 


Massachusetts 


In New Hampshire 

we have no evidence that these produce new individuals in 
.ootvip nvrkhtihlv fiolfls triip ill Maiiie. How- 
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ever Mr. Richard Eaton states that Juglans 'nigra spreads 

1 • i • 


M 


Vermont 


thin woods (old pastures) in southern 

On the other hand it is quite evident that Bcrbcrm vul¬ 
garis and Bcrbcris Thnnbcrgii are part of the flora in some 

The latter has become decidedly weedy in 


Maine 


M 


In fact it has 


Bayville (part of Boothba> 
to be pulled up constantly from beneath a heavy growth of 

Abies balsamca, Picca (jlauca. and P. ruhens to prevent it 

from overrunning the woods and appears abundantly 


throughout this community at the head of Linekin Bay. On 


Monhegan 


of growth were observed along trails and in the woods at 
some distance from plantings. The capacity of Syiinga vtd- 
garis to persist for generations after the original planting 
and to spread by vegetative means over extensive areas 


must 


are certain of the wool-waste species that repioduce onl}-- 


locally by seeds. 
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The reviewer may be pardoned for dwellinj^ on the de¬ 
ficiencies. It is his ambition to do a similai- check-list for 
New Hampshire in the near future and if he can succeed 
as well and pi-oduce as complete and accurate a list as this 
one is in most particulars he will be well pleased. 


ALBION R. HODGDON. 

UNIVERSITY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. DURHAM 


Knata for RHODORA 




liiu‘ la for altissiuouini 
2a() lino 27 for Dt^vouzia, 

4 y 


, read altissimuni 
read I)(‘y('iixia 


'Til infliiiliiin ixtiiin irax isxiiid I>,-(•, „<l„ r x'.v. t; 


liitit. 


\\>htnn' t:S, X(t, 


